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lay people starting it in new households. Actual church-going
also fell off, though nothing like so much as in the twentieth
century. In regard to London the case may be shown by figures.
Two censuses of Sunday attendance at places of worship were
taken for what became the L.C.C. area—the first in 1886, at the
beginning of our period, by Robertson Nicoll for the British
Weekly, and the second in 1902-3, soon after the period's close,
by R. Mudie Smith for the Daily News. Nicoll's census was all
done in one day, and included no services before 11 a.m.; Mudie
Smith's, far more scientific, was mapped out by districts over a
whole year, not missing the smallest conventicles, and it took in
services at all hours. For these reasons, as well as because the
population of the area had increased by half a million in the inter-
val, the second census, had there been no decline, should have
shown much the larger figures. Instead it showed a drop from
a gross total of 1,167,312 attendances to one of 1,003,361. At-
tendances at anglican services (excluding missions) had actually
fallen from 535,715 to 396,196; nonconformist attendances
(excluding missions and the Salvation Army) only from 369,349
to 363,882. As Mudie Smith obtained figures showing how many
persons attended more than one service, he was able to give the
net number of persons worshipping. They were only 832,051
in a resident population (outside institutions) of 4,470,304, or
little over two in eleven*
Fuller light regarding the religious situation in London may
be obtained from the elaborate survey of it made in the years
1897-1900 by Charles Booth.1 Many of Booth's conclusions were
strongly borne out by the Mudie Smith census; e.g. that non-
conformity held its men better than anglicanism, while the more
ritualistic churches were particularly short of male worshippers.
Both Booth and the census witnessed to the relative success of
'institutional' churches, i.e. those in which there was a strong
organization catering for secular as well as religious interests.
Both showed, too, that the poorest (except the Roman Catholic
Irish) attended nothing save missions; and the ordinary working
man did not, unless in a few special types of case, attend any
place of worship at all. It must, however, be borne in mind that
many conditions affecting religion in London differed greatly
from those in the country at large. Not only had it always con-
1 Forming the third scries (in 7 volumes) of his Life and Labour in London (com-
pleted 1903).

